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June 6, 1963 


American Opinion Analysis. ες 
U.S. CUBA POLICY: 


As nany Americans are gaining the impression that the U.5. 
hos “no policy” on.Cubaeeis doing nothing to get the Russians 
Qute~-populear satisfaction with the Covernment's handling of 
Cuban problems hag steadily dwindled. 


rf ge Since February, accordin: to the Gallup Poll, 

Satisfue tion satisfaction has diminished from 56% to 45% 
ew diseatiefaction has risen to 35%. Anong 

Republicans a majority (54%) are dissatisfied; and nearly 

2 out of 5 Independents (36%) are in that category. Even 

ewong Democrats, 24% are now dissatisficd,. 


Also in editorial comasnt dissatisfaction has been strons~ 
ly and frequently voiced, although perhaps not by & majority of 
all commentators. 


Ehrusgheheyv Chairman Khrushshev®’s scheduled visit to Cuba seens 

Visit likely to accentuate or increase Anerican disséetise 
faction with the Cuban situation. 

5 sige Im May Samuel Lubell reported that "nearly half 

nations of the le he interviewed in six states felt 


thet “the Russians are there to stay." Some are 
bitter about this result; others are resigned to the 2ussgian 
presence, eines they view war ag the only way to get the 
fussians oute About half of Lubell's rospondents now think 
Russia would fight to defend Cubae-this is an increase as con- 
pared to lest february. 


While most Americans seem averse to drastic action risking 
war, they are far from happy about the neighboring presence of 
Castro and the Russians. 


Action Demanda . Many editors and Congresamen persist in calling 
ον wpom the U.S. for ection. The most frequent 
suggestions include a quarantine, blockade, 
enbargo-ewith some séying invasion ce ἃ last resort. Some urgs 
"reopening the onesite inspection issuc." Most would prefer 
joint aation under the OAS, but in any event~-action. 
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fe ea The “confusion of oon Cuba vuba policy” ig scored by 

BP the Sori ppe-Howard others. Anericans 
“will keep on wondering “about the Cuban situation 

until the President doss something positive and effective,” say 

the Nheeling Intelligencer and Toledo Blade. Papers of “nation- 

alist" outlook are more harsh in their comuents. 


Present U.S. actions re Cuba are approved, but regarnied ty 
many ag inadequate to meet "She continuing menace, Air surveil-~ 
lance, blacklist of ships, aud declaring that Rugsian presence 
ig unssceptableee theae ars supported. 


Tne Administration's comlemation of exile raids is supported 
by the t na jority of ocamentators (and of Mr. Lubell's re- 
spomdents). The Alliance for Progress is 8160 widely approved. 
Put suck neasures ΔΙῸ not regarded as dealing effectively ν with 

neo threate . ᾿ 


1. tha Denver Post 8 cugenstes that, as εκ “starter” toward the 
use of force, the President should "refute forcefully 
Khrushchev 's nepeated Snsinuation that the U.S. agreed not 
to invade C 


2. The Covernment needs to make it obvious that it ia actively 
weighing steps to effect the withdrawal of Russian troops 
from Cuba. keround sessions with columists ané corre-~ 
spondents might achieve this aia. 


3e wvome positive proposal before the OAS or UN might achieve 
the double purpose of demonstrating V.5. determination and 
mE Pe clear the objections cr reluctances raised by our 
allies. 


%, similarly, the U.S. could make an open appeal to our allies 
to join in such unilateral measures as enbergoes. 


5. A strong public appeal to Cuban exiles to unite might either 
vroduce that encouraging Gevelopmecnt or reveal more clearly 
that the exiles are are vectened oy disunity. 


fe ‘The Government should naturally continue to keep Auericans 
ayare of the effectiveness of cuch present measures és sure 
velillance, blacklisting of ships, and joint efferts to deal 
with su>vergive activities, Cut such publicity should be in 
the spirit of appreciating thet neither Covermient nor people 
regard these steps as substitutes for cetting rid of the 
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Similarly the Government should find ways to call public 
attention to the limitations or inadequacies--andi also the 
riske--of various plans which are publicly advarnced ac 
panacess for curing tho menace of Communism in Cuba. 


Theme should be ἃ sonustant effort to increase public aware- 
nesg of the euccesses of the Allicnce for Progress and their 
Simificance for the future of the Hemisphere (see POS Aneri-~ 
can Cpinion Analysis on the Alliance dated Nay 24), 


Yeed for a bipartisan citizens committee, urs the Alliance 
ee the best means of dealing with the Cuba prodlen, δῷ greater 
teday then when it vas ted in a POS Anerican Opinion 
Analysis on Cuba on Hayeh cl.- 


Khrushchev Visite Tais event, even in anticipation, has 
doubtless tended to increase public unhappiness with Us. Se © 
Cuba policy. Perhaps this visit can be treated in ways to 
accentuate foxy othar pecplos , as well as Americans, awarcnoss 
of Cuba’s position ay a Kussian satellite. 


Perhaps tripa by President Κα both before and after 
the Khrushchev vieit to various spots in the Nenispnere could 
etite clear the difference between our relations with our 
rwighbors and Russia's relations with cuba. The President's 
trips could also highlight successes by the Alliance for 
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